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ture, is it not trifling to ask whether such an occurrence
comes up to the definition of a,.miracle ?    The ques-
tion is not whether it is formally a miracle, but whe-
ther it is an event, the like of which persons who deny
that miracles continue will consent that the Church
should be considered still able to perform.    If they
are willing to allow to the Church such extraordinary
protection, it is for them to draw the line, to the satis-
faction of people in general, between these and strictly
miraculous events; if, on the other hand, they deny
their occurrence in the times of the  Church,  then
there is sufficient reason for our appealing here to the
history of Arms in proof of the affirmative.   This is
what suggests itself at first sight; however, that it
was really miraculous, Gibbon surely is a -sufficient
voucher.    " Those/ he says, " who press the literal .
narrative of the  death of Anus,  must make their
option between poison and miracle/'    Now, consider-
ing that this awful occurrence took place in an Arian
city and court, and in the face of powerful and quick-
sighted adversaries, who had every means and every
interest to detect an act of such dreadful wickedness
as Gibbon insinuates, surely, putting aside all higher
considerations, there are insuperable difficulties in the
theory of poison ; while those who do not deny the
moral governance of God, and the heretical and un-
godly character of Arianisrn, will have no difficulty in
referring the catastrophe to miracle.